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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomrial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) M Claim(s) 23-32 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) IE Claim(s) 23-32 is/are rejected. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Preliminary Amendment 

1. Applicants' preliminary amendment filed on 09/08/2003 was entered. The original 
claims 1-22 were cancelled by Applicants' request. New claims 23-32 were entered. At this 
point, claims 23-32 are pending in this Application. 

Double Patenting 

2. Claims 23-32 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-9 of U.S. Patent No. 6,650, 743, claims 1- 
1 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,445, 781 and claims 1-22 of U.S. Patent No. 6,101,246. Although the 
conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because 
claims 23-32 recited the scope of providing caller identification for calls places over an Intemet. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
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evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the appUcability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 23-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bartholomew et al. (U.S. Pat. #: 6,122,255) in view of Siegrist et al. (U.S. Pat. #: 6,914,899). 

Regarding claim 23, Bartholomew et al. ("Bartholomew") teaches a method of routing an 
internet call over an Internet, con^rising the steps of 

(a) determining if a long distance call is an internet call (col. 26, lines 40-46); and 

(b) when the long distance call is the internet call, routing the long distance call over an 
internet to a local access transport area and to a terminating line associated with a dialed long 
distance number (col.26, line 47 - col.27, line 22). 

It should be noticed that Bartholomew fails to clearly teach the feature of routing a caller 
identification information over an advanced intelligent network to the terminating line. However, 
Siegrist et al. ("Siegrist") teaches a method of routing caller identification data fi-om calling 
terminal such as one of calling terminals 120a and 120b, shown in figure 1, to a called party 
terminal such as one of extension telephone terminals at call center 150 via Internet such as Data 
Packet Network 1 10 using in-band or out-of-band signaling such as SS7 protocols signaling 
(coL5, line 33 - col.6, line 33; col.8, line 41 - col.9, line 26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of routing a caller identification 
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information over an advanced intelligent network to the terminating line, as taught by Siegrist, 
into view of Bartholomew in order to provide caller ID information service to internet call 
subscribers. 

Regarding claim 25, Bartholomew further teaches limitations of the claim in col.25, hne 

56-65. 

Regarding claim 26, Bartholomew further teaches that the call is programmed to be 
completed through a remote central office (col. 10, hnes 13-23) such as destination Intemet 
Module 74 (col. 11, lines 12-49), and Siegrist forwarding caller ID information to the terminating 
line (col 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 6). 

Regarding claim 27, Bartholomew further teaches telephone terminals 56 and 58 are 
POTS or standard telephone terminals for initiating the long distance call (col. 9, lines 24-35 and 
col. 10, lines 1-7). 

6. Claims 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moss et al. 
(U.S. Pat #: 6,160,876) in view of Siegrist et al. (U.S. Pat. #: 6,914,899). 

Regarding claim 28, Moss et al. ("Moss") teaches a method of providing caller, 
comprising the steps of: 

(a) routing a standard long distance telephone call to a destination service switching point 
including an authentication code (i.e., routing a call to SS 102 as shown in figure 2, col. 4, lines 
35-48); 

(b) transmitting a caller identification query to a service control point including an 
authentication code (col.4, lines 48-50); and 
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(c) when a response to the caller identification query is not positive (i.e., Presentation 
Restriction Indicator parameter, col. 5, line 9-28), routing the standard long distance call to a 
terminating line associated with a dialed long distance number (col.6, lines 29-41) and without 
including a caller identification information (i.e., in a case of caller identification information can 
not be provided, col.7, lines 41-45). 

It should be noticed that Moss fails to clearly teach the feature of routing the call over an 
Internet to the destination SSP. However, Bartholomew teaches routing a call from SSP/Intemet 
Module 72 via Intemet to destination SSP/Intemet Module 74, col. 11, lines 12-65 for a purpose 
of providing enhanced access to the Intemet through existing public switched telephone network 
PSTN network. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of routing the call over an Internet to the 
destination SSP., as taught by Bartholomew, in order to improve the caller ID service on calls 
routing over the Intemet. 

7. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moss et al. (U.S. 
Pat #: 6,160,876) in view of Siegrist et al. (U.S. Pat. #: 6,914,899) as applied to claim 28 above, 
and further in view of Latter et al. (Pub. No.: US 2002/0041664 Al). 

Regarding claim 29, Moss and Siegrist, in combination, teaches all subject matters as 
claimed above, except for the feature of (d) when the response to the caller identification query is 
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positive, routing the standard long distance call to the terminating line associated with the dialed 
long distance number and including the caller identification information. However, Latter et al. 
("Latter") teaches such feature paragraphs [0019] and [0033]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of (d) when the response to the caller 
identification query is positive, routing the standard long distance call to the terminating line 
associated with the dialed long distance number and including the caller identification 
information, as taught by Latter, into view of Moss and Siegrist in order to provide caller ID 
information with call completion. 

8. Claims 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moss et al. 
(U.S. Pat #: 6,160,876) in view of Siegrist et al. (U.S. Pat. #: 6,914,899) and Latter et al. (Pub. 
No.: US 2002/0041664 Al), and further in view of Madoch et al. (U.S Pat. #: 6,741,693). 

Regarding claims 30, Moss, Siegrist and Latter, in combination, teaches all subject 
matters as claimed above, except for the feature of sending a routing query fi-om a service 
switching point in a first local access transport area to a service control point; and receiving a 
routing instruction fi-om the service control point including the authentication code. However, 
Madoch et al. ("Madoch") teaches such feature in col.2, line 65 - col.3, line 43. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of the feature of sending a routing query fi"om a 
service switching point in a first local access transport area to a service control point; and 
receiving a routing instruction fi-om the service control point including the authentication code. 
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as taught by Madoch, into view of Moss, Siegrist and Latter in order to terminate the call to 
designed destination. 

Regarding claims 3 1-32, Madoch also teaches limitations of the claim in coL2, line 65 - 
coL3, line 43. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Binh K. Tieu whose telephone number is (571) 272-7510 and E- 

mail address: BINH.TIEU@USPTO.GQV . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Mr. Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (571) 272-7499 and IF PAPER HAS BEEN 

MISSED FROM TfflS OFFICIAL ACTION PACKAGE, PLEASE CALL Customer 

Service at (703) 306-0377 FOR THE SUBSTITUTIONS OR COPIES. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 
Hand Carry Deliveries to: 

Customer Service Window 
(Randolph Building) 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



In formation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (FAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the FAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto. gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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